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Abstract
Under homoeostatic conditions, the relationship between the coral Pocillopora damicornis and Vibrio coralliilyticus is
commensal. An increase in temperature, or in the abundance of V. coralliilyticus, can turn this association pathogenic,
causing tissue lysis, expulsion of the corals’ symbiotic algae (genus Symbiodinium), and eventually coral death. Using a
combination of microﬂuidics, ﬂuorescence microscopy, stable isotopes, electron microscopy and NanoSIMS isotopic
imaging, we provide insights into the onset and progression of V. coralliilyticus infection in the daytime and at night, at
the tissue and (sub-)cellular level. The objective of our study was to connect the macro-scale behavioural response of
the coral to the micro-scale nutritional interactions that occur between the host and its symbiont. In the daytime, polyps
enhanced their mucus production, and actively spewed pathogens. Vibrio infection primarily resulted in the formation
of tissue lesions in the coenosarc. NanoSIMS analysis revealed infection reduced 13C-assimilation in Symbiodinium, but
increased 13C-assimilation in the host. In the night incubations, no mucus spewing was observed, and a mucus ﬁlm was
formed on the coral surface. Vibrio inoculation and infection at night showed reduced 13C-turnover in Symbiodinium, but did
not impact host 13C-turnover. Our results show that both the nutritional interactions that occur between the two symbiotic
partners and the behavioural response of the host organism play key roles in determining the progression and severity of
host-pathogen interactions. More generally, our approach provides a new means of studying interactions (ranging from
behavioural to metabolic scales) between partners involved in complex holobiont systems, under both homoeostatic and
pathogenic conditions.
Introduction
Scleractinian corals host numerous microbial symbionts
with different types of interactions [1]. One single, rela-
tively large reef-building coral colony contains billions
of dinoﬂagellate algae, bacteria, archaea, fungi, and viru-
ses [2–5], that are collectively known as the coral holobiont
[6]. The relationship between the coral animal and its
endosymbiotic dinoﬂagellate population (genus Symbiodi-
nium) has become emblematic of mutualistic symbiosis
in the marine environment. Symbiodinium cells live intra-
cellularly within coral cells and provide the coral animal
with a reliable food source via translocation of photo-
synthates and their immediate derivatives (sugars, lipids,
and amino acids [7–9]). Concurrently, corals host a
diverse array of bacteria, both in a thin layer of mucus on
the surface of the coral [10–14] and deeper within their
tissues and skeleton [15].
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Coral-dinoﬂagellate and coral-bacteria interactions are
particularly sensitive to ﬂuctuations in seawater tempera-
ture. Elevated temperature is known to perturb the alloca-
tion of carbon and nitrate between Symbiodinium and their
host [16–18], but the mechanisms responsible for these
perturbations are debated. Shifts in the coral microbiome
also occur during periods of thermal stress [19]. One of the
most consistent changes reported is a sharp increase in
bacteria belonging to the genus Vibrio. This genus is pre-
sent in the microbiome of healthy corals at low densities
[20–22], but increases in abundance by several orders
of magnitude under elevated temperature [23]. One species,
V. coralliilyticus, is particularly responsive to these ﬂuc-
tuations [23, 24]. It is best known as the aetiological agent
of bacterial-bleaching in Pocillopora damicornis [25–27],
but is also present in other coral diseases, including “white
syndrome” [28, 29] and black band disease [30]. Both the
virulence [28] and antimicrobial resistance [31] of V. cor-
alliilyticus are strongly correlated with temperature. Under
high temperatures, V. coralliilyticus genes involved in
motility, resistance, and host degradation are up-regulated
[32], increasing the pathogens’ speed and accuracy of
ﬁnding suitable coral targets [33]. This Vibrio uses dime-
thylsulfoniopropionate (DMSP), a compound produced by
both the coral animal and its algal symbiont [34], to locate
physiologically-stressed corals [35, 36]. Once contact is
made, the pathogen enters the polyp via its mouth or
through tears in the coral’s tissue [37]. Inside the polyp, V.
coralliilyticus cells divide [27] and secrete enzymatic pro-
teins that help them attach to- and penetrate deeper into the
tissues. One group of proteins, matrix metalloproteases
(MMPs), are thought to play a particularly important role in
infection dynamics [26, 38, 39], by causing tissue lesion
formation [38] and affecting the photosynthetic efﬁciency
of the algal symbiont [40, 41].
It is still unclear how the in situ increase in pathogen
abundance inﬂuences coral metabolism. In part, this is due
to the complexity of quantifying the ﬂux of metabolites
between the three partners in the holobiont (the bacteria, the
dinoﬂagellate and the host). Nanoscale secondary ion mass
spectrometry (NanoSIMS) [42] combined with isotopically-
labelled seawater (13C-enriched bicarbonate) permits the
tracing of assimilated and translocated carbon between the
algal symbionts and their host [9, 16, 43]. It also facilitates
the visualization of isotopically-labelled pathogens and/or
their degradation/secretion products within coral tissue
[37, 44]. Here, we combine these two approaches in a ﬁrst
case study of the P. damicornis-V. coralliilyticus model. By
using 15N-labelled bacteria and 13C-labelled seawater, we
are able to determine if the presence of pathogens inﬂuences
resource partitioning in the coral holobiont. Speciﬁcally, we
quantify: (1) 13C-assimilation in Symbiodinium and the
amount of 13C-labelled photosynthates that are assimilated
by the host; (2) the metabolic turnover of 13C in Symbio-
dinium and in their host and (3) the incorporation of
bacterial-derived 15N within the tissues of the coral
holobiont.
Methods
Coral collection and pre-inoculation conditions
Two Red Sea P. damicornis colonies were collected at ~8 m
depth from a coral nursery situated adjacent to the Inter-
University Institute for Marine Sciences (Eilat, Israel).
Small, apical branch tips (5 × 5 mm) were clipped from each
colony and transferred to an outdoor aquarium, where they
were supplied with ambient seawater (28.5 ± 0.5 °C) and
natural, but shaded sunlight (300–400 μmol photons m−2 s−1
at 12:00). After one week, the fragments were transported to
Weizmann Institute of Science (Rehovot, Israel) and placed
in a custom-built raceway system containing 0.22 μm-ﬁl-
tered seawater (FSW) [45]. Temperature (28.0 ± 0.5 °C) was
controlled using a 25W aquarium heater (Aqua Medic),
while light (150 μmol photons m−2 s−1, 13.5 h light: 10.5 h
dark) was provided by blue and white LEDs. Distilled water
was added to the system on a daily basis to compensate for
any water lost through evaporation and to prevent ﬂuctua-
tions in salinity. Fragments were maintained in the set-up
for a maximum of 3 weeks while experiments were con-
ducted. Three days before the start of each experiment, ten
fragments were selected at random and transferred to a
second raceway system held under the same light regime
but at elevated temperatures (31.0 ± 1.0 °C). Experimental
fragments were selected after visual conﬁrmation of health
(i.e., skeleton completely covered by tissue, polyps exten-
ded, no paling of the coenosarc, and no excess mucus
production).
The Microﬂuidic Coral Infection (MCI) experimental
platform
This system is described in detail in Gavish et al. [39],
but we have provided a schematic of the experimental
set-up (Fig. 1a). Brieﬂy, coral fragments were placed in
microchambers (Ø= 8 mm, depth= 5 mm), crafted from
polydimethylsiloxane and plasma-bonded to a glass
microscope slide. An ApopTag plastic cover slip (Merck)
sealed the micro-chambers and the chip was mounted
on a temperature-controlled stage of an inverted ﬂuores-
cence microscope (Olympus IX81, Tokyo, Japan).
Each micro-chamber had an individual inlet and outlet
tube (Ø= 0.8 mm). Inlet tubes were placed in Corning cell
culture ﬂasks containing the desired source water (speciﬁed
in the experimental design, below) and outlet tubes were
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connected to an 8-channel peristaltic pump (MRC, Holon,
Israel), which was in turn, connected to a fraction collector
(Gilson Inc. Middleton, WI, USA). The peristaltic pump
ensured that ﬂow rates (~2.6 mL h−1) were stable between
micro-chambers and experiments, while the fraction col-
lector allowed collection and further analysis of efﬂuent
characteristics.
Isotopic-labelling of V. coralliilyticus and seawater
The YB2 V. coralliilyticus strain (genetically-modiﬁed to
contain a plasmid-encoding for DsRed ﬂuorescence [45]),
was grown in 15N-labelled media (5 g L−1 15N 98% Celtone
base powder [Cambridge Isotopes, Tewksbury, MA, USA],
2 g L−1 glucose, 50 μg mL−1 kanamycin in FSW) for 12 h in
Fig. 1 Schematic overview of the Microﬂuidic Coral Infection plat-
form and the experimental design. a Overview of the elements of
the microﬂuidic experimental platform used for investigating b the
effect of Vibrio coralliilyticus infection on daytime coral carbon
assimilation and c the effect of a night-time Vibrio infection on the
metabolic turnover of the assimilated photo-autotrophic carbon from
the previous light phase. Note the presence and absence of light
illumination in different phases of the experiments. Speciﬁc sampling
times for infected fragments (and their corresponding control frag-
ments) were chosen according to the visual manifestation of signs of
infection (see main text)
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a temperature-controlled, shaking incubator (31.0 °C, 150
rpm). The bacterial suspension was centrifuged (10 min,
3500 rpm), the supernatant was decanted, and an equivalent
volume of FSW was added. The sample was vortexed and
returned to the incubator (31.0 °C, 0 rpm) for a further 4 h to
allow non-motile V. coralliilyticus to sink. Motile bacteria
were then collected and placed in sterile Corning cell cul-
ture ﬂasks (Sigma Aldrich, St. Louis, MI, USA), immedi-
ately prior to the beginning of each experiment. The
cultures were washed twice in FSW just before use.
Preparation of 13C-labelled seawater was started 3 h prior
to each experiment, by addition of a deﬁned volume of 1M
HCl (which shifted the pH to ~3 and the carbon equilibrium
to >99 % dissolved CO2). All dissolved inorganic carbon
was removed from the media by bubbling the solution with
air for 2 h. The pH was readjusted to normal (pH 8) using a
deﬁned amount of 1M NaOH. Isotopically-labelled bicar-
bonate (NaH13CO3, 98% atom, Sigma-Aldrich, Germany)
was then added to a concentration of 2.2 mM.
Isotope labelling experiments
Experiment 1. How does daytime challenge of P. damicornis
with V. coralliilyticus impact 13C-assimilation and
translocation?
A schematic of the experimental design is provided in
Fig. 1b. Four P. damicornis fragments were placed in their
micro-chambers at 03:30. At 06:30, the light provided by the
microscope’s transmitted light (250 μmol photons m−2 s−1)
was activated. Two fragments were challenged with the
inoculum (~108 cells mL−1 of 15N-labelled V. cor-
alliilyticus), suspended in 13C-labelled FSW. The other
fragments acted as non-challenged metabolic controls, and
were therefore exposed solely to 13C-labelled FSW. The
very high experimental Vibrio inoculation density was
chosen to elicit an infection response within a reasonably
short time frame [37, 39, 45] to be compatible with the
conducted isotopic-labelling experiments and thus empha-
sizes the mechanistic point of view rather than representing
an ecologically relevant scenario. Inoculation lasted 2 h,
after which all fragments were supplied with pathogen-free
13C-labelled FSW. Images of coral ﬂuorescence were taken
at four ﬁxed positions on the coral surface, every 10 min
throughout the experiment. Fluorescence was captured in
three channels, which allowed us to monitor the response of
the coral host (green ﬂuorescent protein; [GFP] Ex: 490 nm,
Em: 535 ± 50 nm), Symbiodinium (chlorophyll; Ex: 490 nm,
Em: 660 ± 50 nm), and V. coralliilyticus (DsRed; Ex: 555 ±
20 nm, Em: 590 ± 33 nm). This real-time approach allowed
us to identify and stop the experiment at discrete stages in
the infection process based on the occurrence and severity
of disease symptoms, such as lesions, or bioﬁlm formation.
Once fragments developed these visible signs of infection,
they were immediately ﬁxed for subsequent analysis of
cellular ultrastructure and isotopic enrichment levels (see
below). Non-challenged fragments were ﬁxed at the same
time as challenged fragments, so that we could subsequently
compare how V. coralliilyticus modiﬁed 13C-assimilation in
Symbiodinium and the translocation of 13C-labelled photo-
synthates to their host using the NanoSIMS. Samples were
ﬁxed for 1 h at room temperature and then 12 h at 4 °C
using a MOPS-based solution (0.5 M MOPS, 10 mM
MgSO4, 275 mM EDTA, 2.5 M NaCl, 4% PFA, 0.1%
glutaraldehyde [GA]). This experiment was repeated twice,
using two different P. damicornis colonies (with n= 2
fragments per colony).
Experiment 2. How does night-time challenge of P.
damicornis with V. coralliilyticus impact the metabolic
turnover of 13C?
A schematic of the experimental design is provided in
Fig. 1c. Four P. damicornis fragments were placed in their
micro-chambers at 03:30. At 06:30, the light provided by
the microscope’s transmitted light was activated (250 μmol
photons m−2 s−1) and all fragments were supplied with 13C-
labelled FSW for one light period (13.5 h: from 06:30 to
20:00). The light was then switched off and the corals
supplied with non-labelled FSW. Two fragments were then
immediately challenged with the inoculum (~108 cells mL-1
of 15N-labelled V. coralliilyticus) while the other two non-
challenged metabolic controls were exposed solely to non-
labelled FSW. Inoculation with Vibrio lasted 2 h, after
which all fragments were supplied with pathogen-free, non-
labelled FSW. As described above, infection progression
was monitored in real time and challenged and non-
challenged fragments were ﬁxed at the same time point,
according to the degree of symptoms of infection. This
paired design enabled us to compare how infection impac-
ted the metabolic turnover and loss of 13C in Symbiodinium
and in the host during the night phase.
At the end of both experiments, samples were rinsed (3 ×
10 min) in ﬁx-salt solution (0.5 M MOPS, 0.2 M MgSO4, 1
M NaCl, 0.1 M EDTA, 0.1% GA in RNase-free H2O) and
re-suspended in 0.5 M EDTA until the skeleton was fully
decalciﬁed (~4–6 days). A ﬁnal rinse (1 × 10 min) in ﬁx-salt
solution was performed before samples were re-suspended
in H2O for transportation to the Laboratory for Biological
Geochemistry (EPFL, Switzerland).
Measurement of efﬂuent characteristics
Throughout the experiments, efﬂuents were collected at
alternating time intervals (30 min bulk volume aliquots) to
either quantify bacteria abundance or measure MMP
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activity in the seawater. Bacteria fractions were PFA-ﬁxed
(1%), vortexed, and 20 μL was removed, diluted in distilled
water (1:10), and stained with SYBR-gold (Invitrogen).
Samples were then transferred to a ﬂow cytometer (iCyt
Eclipse, Biolegend, San Diego, CA, USA) to quantify
bacterial abundance by measuring the ﬂuorescence of the
SYBR-gold stain (Ex: 488 nm, Em: 525 ± 25 nm) and
comparing it to a standard curve. The proportion of bacteria
retained by each coral fragment during the 2 h inoculation
period was calculated as the relative difference between the
input inoculum density and measured output efﬂuent
density.
Efﬂuent fractions intended for MMP analysis were pas-
sed through a 0.22 μm ﬁlter syringe (Millipore) and col-
lected on a MMP-speciﬁc ﬂuorogenic substrate
(Calbiochem MMP-430 2/MMP-7 Substrate). The resulting
ﬁltrate was imaged using a microplate reader (Tecan Inﬁnite
M200pro) that was programmed to record ﬂuorescence (Ex:
325 nm, Em: 393 ± 20 nm) every 90 s over a 40 min period
at 31.0 °C [39].
Sample preparation for imaging
Single polyps were micro-dissected, orientated, and
embedded in 1.5% low melting agarose to ease handling of
these small tissue samples and to preserve any fragile areas
with tissue damage. The agarose was cut into cubes, which
were placed in 1% osmium tetroxide in distilled water for 1
h. A series of washes in distilled water (4 × 10 min) and
ethanol (3 × 10 min in 50, 70, 90 and 100%) followed,
before the samples were embedded in Spurr’s resin. Sec-
tions (both 70 nm and 500 nm in thickness) were taken from
the mouth region of the polyp using a 45° diamond knife
(Diatome, Hatﬁeld, PA, USA). The pharynx of the polyp
was chosen as the area of interest, because this is where
pathogens were observed to accumulate, both in this study,
and in previous studies [37, 39]. The resulting thin sections
(70 nm) were placed on Formvar/C–coated copper grids, for
Scanning Transmission Electron microscopy (STEM),
while semi-thin sections (500 nm) were mounted on round
glass slides (10 mm) for NanoSIMS imaging.
STEM imaging
Sections were counterstained in 4% uranyl acetate and
Reynolds lead citrate solution (Electron Microscopy Sci-
ences). Images were taken on a GeminiSEM 500 ﬁeld
emission scanning electron microscope (Carl Zeiss Micro-
scopy GmbH, Jena, DE), at 20 kV, aperture size 20 µm, and
WD 6.2 mm, using the bright ﬁeld segment of a diode
STEM detector (aSTEM, Zeiss). Image treatment and ana-
lysis was performed in Fiji and Adobe Photoshop. (For
clarity, a knife mark was removed by blocking distinct low
spatial frequencies in their corresponding Fourier image and
performing an inverse Fourier transform for a reconstructed
image. The original image is available upon request.)
NanoSIMS imaging
Sections were gold-coated before being transferred to the
NanoSIMS. Images (either 40 × 40 or 50 × 50 µm in size)
were obtained by rasterizing a 16 keV Cs+ primary ion
beam, focused to a spot-size of about 150 nm, across the
sample surface. Settings were kept constant (dwell time= 5
ms; number of pixels= 256 × 256, layers= 5) between
images. The NanoSIMS instrument was tuned to a minimum
mass resolving power of >8000 (Cameca deﬁnition; enough
to avoid interferences in the mass-spectrum), and secondary
ions: 12C2
−, 13C12C−, 12C14N− and 12C15N− were measured
in electron-multipliers. Images were taken of isotopically-
unlabelled coral tissue (prepared and measured in an iden-
tical manner) at the start of each day of analysis in order to
provide isotopic controls and to check instrument perfor-
mance. A total of 142 images were taken, resulting in an
average of 76 Symbiodinium cells being imaged per
experimental sample. Data was extracted from drift-
corrected images using L’IMAGE (Dr. Larry Nittler, Car-
negie Institution of Washington). Regions of interest (ROIs)
were drawn around individual Symbiodinium cells and the
host gastrodermis (excluding symbionts), using the contour
lines on the 12C14N− image. These ROIs were then used to
quantify the average enrichment of 13C and 15N in each
partner. Note that the embedment of material in plastic resin
dilutes the signal of carbon, and thus yields lower 13C levels
during the subsequent NanoSIMS analysis [46]. The values
we measured should thus be considered minimal estimates
of carbon enrichment. To minimize the variability of this,
all samples were embedded using the same batch of resin,
under the same conditions. Our measured values were
subsequently expressed as atom percent excess (APE, in
%). This ﬁrst required the conversion of the measured
13C12C−/12C12C− or 15N12C−/14N12C− ratios in the sample
(Rsample) and in the unlabelled sample, (Rcontrol) into frac-
tions (eq. 1; where X is either the sample or the control
[47]).
FX ¼ RX1þ RX  100 ð1Þ
Data were then expressed as APE (Eq. 2).
APE½% ¼ Fsample  Fcontrol
  ð2Þ
The resulting 13C values were analysed as APE (%). The
15N values however, were normalized to incubation time
[i.e. APE 15N, % h−1] prior to analysis, in order to test
whether the rate of bacterial-derived enrichment was con-
stant between fragments ﬁxed at different time-points. Note
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that Symbiodinium cells with a diameter of less than 3 μm
were excluded from the dataset because these were deemed
unlikely to be representative of the response of whole cells.
Statistical analysis
Fragments ﬁxed at different incubation time-points were
considered as independent replicates. Symbiodinium and
host datasets were analysed separately. Non-parametric
Wilcoxon signed-rank tests were used to compare
13C-enrichment levels (APE 13C, %) in V. coralliilyticus-
challenged corals with non-challenged control corals,
because the data did not fulﬁl the criteria required for nor-
mality. Non-parametric Wilcoxon signed-rank tests were
also used to test if the hourly rate of bacterial-derived
15N-enrichment was constant between fragments and within
colonies, ﬁxed at different time points.
Results
Experiment 1. The effect of V. coralliilyticus
challenge on 13C-assimilation and translocation
To determine whether V. coralliilyticus challenge modiﬁes
autotrophic C-assimilation in Symbiodinium and the coral
host, coral fragments were challenged with 15N-labelled V.
coralliilyticus suspended in 13C-labelled seawater, in the
light. Their performance was compared to non-challenged
fragments, which received 13C-labelled seawater only.
Videos of both the non-challenged incubations and the V.
coralliilyticus inoculations are provided as Supplementary
Information (Videos S1-S8). No signs of physiological
stress were observed in non-challenged fragments; polyps
were outstretched and active throughout the experiment,
and host tissue retained its conﬂuence (Video S1-S4). Clear
signs of physiological stress were observed in all coral
fragments challenged with V. coralliilyticus (Videos S5-
S8), but signs of infection only developed in three out of the
four fragments (i.e. only three fragments were “sympto-
matic”; Videos S5-S7). Representative images are provided
in Fig. 2a.
Inoculation with bacteria caused polyp contraction for
the ﬁrst 20 min. After ~30 min, V. coralliilyticus were
observed to accumulate in the polyp’s pharynx. This was
followed by repeated expansion and contraction of the
polyps, causing the spewing of large amounts of bacteria-
laden mucus from the polyp mouth (Fig. 2a). Interestingly,
the one fragment that did not develop lesions (i.e. was
asymptomatic) appeared to release mucus over a longer
time period (Video S8). All symptomatic fragments devel-
oped lesions in the coenosarc tissue (Fig. 2a), but timing of
lesion formation differed between fragments. One
developed lesions after ~200 min (ﬁxed at 3.5 h post-
inoculation [hpi]; Video S5), while two developed lesions
after ~300 min (ﬁxed at 9 and 9.5 hpi, respectively;
Videos S6, S7). The asymptomatic fragment was ﬁxed at
the end of the light period (i.e. at 13.5 hpi; Video S8).
Analysis of the system efﬂuents revealed that the number
of V. coralliilyticus cells retained by fragments during the
ﬁrst 30 min of inoculation (when polyps were contracted)
was similar in all fragments (~80% of the inoculum; Fig. 2b,
left axis). Ninety minutes after the start of the inoculation
however (after spewing had begun), there was a disparity
between the fragments with regards to the number of bac-
teria retained within the system (which ranged from 20 to
62%; Fig. 2b, left axis). There was no difference in the
amount of V. coralliilyticus in the efﬂuent post-inoculation
(i.e. Vibrio were washed out of all chambers at similar rates;
Fig. 2b, right axis). MMP activity levels in the efﬂuent
followed a similar trend to the bacterial density data;
peaking during inoculation and then declining throughout
the experiment (Fig. 2c).
STEM imaging of the polyps in control and infected
corals revealed that host tissue was intact and bore no signs
of dissociation or necrosis (Supplementary Information,
Fig. S1A; Fig. 4a). Symbiodinium were similarly unaffected,
displaying no structural abnormalities (Supplementary
Information, Fig. S1B; Fig. 4b).
NanoSIMS analysis revealed that Symbiodinium in V.
coralliilyticus-challenged fragments had lower APE 13C
than those in non-challenged fragments in the two tested
colonies (Fig. 2d). In three out of four fragments (those
ﬁxed after 3.5, 9 and 13.5 h) these differences were statis-
tically signiﬁcant (Table 1); and APE 13C was reduced by
26 ± 7% (s.d). The exception (colony 2; ﬁxed after 9.5 h),
showed a similar reduction in symbiont performance, but
the difference was non-signiﬁcant (Table 1) due to the high
variability in symbiont performance in this fragment. Host
tissue enrichment generally showed the opposite trend;
corals challenged by V. coralliilyticus tended to have higher
APE 13C than their control counterparts (Fig. 2f). Only one
fragment showed signiﬁcant differences (colony 2; ﬁxed
after 9.5 h), increasing by 57% relative to the control
(Table 1). In terms of hourly APE 15N, both Symbiodinium
(Fig. 2e) and host tissue (Fig. 2g) accumulated 15N at a
slower rate in fragments that showed a later onset of disease
symptoms (Table 2).
Experiment 2. The effect of V. coralliilyticus
challenge on 13C-turnover
To determine how V. coralliilyticus challenge modiﬁes
13C-turnover in Symbiodinium and the coral host, fragments
were photo-autotrophically labelled with 13C for one light
period (13.5 h) and then challenged with 15N-labelled
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V. coralliilyticus and turnover of 13C monitored in non-
labelled seawater in the dark. Again, their performance was
compared to that of non-challenged corals, which received
non-labelled seawater only. Videos of the non-challenged
incubations and the V. coralliilyticus inoculations are pro-
vided as Supplementary Information (Videos S9-S12). No
clear signs of physiological stress were observed in non-
challenged fragments, polyps were extended and active
throughout the experiment (Video S9, S10).
Both of the V. coralliilyticus-challenged fragments were
clearly symptomatic (Fig. 3a; Video S11, S12), however,
symptoms were markedly different from infections
observed in Experiment 1, as well as from similar experi-
ments performed in the same system [39]. Addition of
V. coralliilyticus triggered polyp contraction, but sub-
sequent mucus spewing was not observed. Instead, a mucus
ﬁlm formed on the surface of the fragments ~60 min into the
inoculation period (Fig. 3a) and continued to persist there
for the duration of the experiment (Fig. 3a; Videos S11,
S12). In one symptomatic fragment, structures resembling
nematocysts (specialised stinging organelles used in self-
defence or prey capture) covered in pathogens were
Fig. 2 Characteristic infection of Pocillopora damicornis with Vibrio
coralliilyticus in the daytime. a Representative images of the initial
health of the coral fragment before inoculation (pre-inoc.), mucus
spewing during the inoculation period (inoc.), and the subsequent
formation of lesions following inoculation (post-inoc.). Colours
represent: P. damicornis-derived green ﬂuorescent protein (GFP;
green), Symbiodinium-derived chlorophyll (red), and V. coralliilyticus-
derived DsRed (cyan). b The proportion of bacteria retained by the
fragment during inoculation (left axis), and the bacterial density in the
efﬂuent post-inoculation (right axis). c Matrix metalloprotease (MMP)
activity measured in the efﬂuent throughout the experiment.
d, f NanoSIMS analysis of 13C-enrichment in (d) Symbiodinium and
(f) host tissue in non-challenged (white) and V. coralliilyticus-chal-
lenged corals (black). Bars represent means ± SE. Asterisks denote
signiﬁcant changes (p < 0.05) in APE 13C between non-challenged and
V. coralliilyticus-challenged corals (see Table 1 for statistical output).
Note 13C-enrichment levels were not detectable (n.d.) in the host tissue
of the fragment ﬁxed after 3.5 h of incubation. e, g NanoSIMS analysis
of the hourly 15N-enrichment in (e) Symbiodinium and (g) host tissue
in V. coralliilyticus-challenged corals. Asterisks denote signiﬁcant
changes (p < 0.05) in hourly APE 15N between incubation times (see
Table 2 for statistical output)
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observed being ﬁred after ~350 min (Video S12). In both
infected fragments, the chlorophyll signal emanating from
individual Symbiodinium cells was observed to peak and
then fade quickly, producing a sort of ‘ﬂuorescent ﬂash’.
The timing of elevation in chlorophyll ﬂuorescence differed
between individual cells, but was synchronized between
regions on the surface, generating the impression of a wave
traversing the surface of the coral (Videos S11, S12).
Fragments were ﬁxed at 4.5 and 6.5 hpi, respectively, for
NanoSIMS analysis.
The amount of pathogens retained by the two chambers
differed; the fragment that developed symptoms earlier (i.e.
was ﬁxed at 4.5 hpi) retained more V. coralliilyticus during
(Fig. 3b, left axis) and following the inoculation period
(Fig. 3b, right axis). Despite this difference, MMP activity
was similar in both fragments (Fig. 3c).
Both STEM and NanoSIMS imaging showed there
was a high density of V. coralliilyticus in the host tissue
(Fig. 4c, d, Fig. 5). V. coralliilyticus was not observed inside
Symbiodinium cells (Fig. 5). In contrast to non-challenged
corals (Supplementary Information, Fig. S1C, D), both host
tissue and Symbiodinium cells were severely necrotic (Fig. 4c,
e). The cell wall and the pyrenoid were intact in some sym-
biont cells, but all other cellular organelles (thylakoid mem-
branes, starch reserves, lipids) were unrecognizable (Fig. 4c,
e). In some cases, lipid droplets were observed leaking from
Fig. 3 Characteristic infection of Pocillopora damicornis with Vibrio
coralliilyticus at night. a Representative images of the initial health
of the coral fragment before inoculation (pre-inoc.), the lack of mucus
spewing during the inoculation period (inoc.), and the subsequent
mucus ﬁlm formed following inoculation (post-inoc.). Colours repre-
sent: P. damicornis-derived green ﬂuorescent protein (GFP; green),
Symbiodinium-derived chlorophyll (red), and V. coralliilyticus-derived
DsRed (cyan). b The proportion of bacteria retained by the fragment
during inoculation (left axis), and the bacterial density in the
efﬂuent post-inoculation (right axis). (c) Matrix metalloprotease
(MMP) activity measured in the efﬂuent throughout the experiment.
d, f NanoSIMS analysis of the 13C-enrichment in (d) Symbiodinium
and (f) host tissue in non-challenged (white) and V. coralliilyticus-
challenged corals (black). Bars represent means ± SE. Asterisks denote
signiﬁcant changes (p < 0.05) in APE 13C between non-challenged and
V. coralliilyticus-challenged corals (see Table 1 for statistical output).
e, g NanoSIMS analysis of the hourly 15N-enrichment in (e) Symbio-
dinium and (g) host tissue in V. coralliilyticus-challenged corals.
Asterisks denote signiﬁcant changes (p < 0.05) in hourly APE 15N
between incubation times (see Table 2 for statistical output)
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Fig. 4 Scanning transmission
electron microscopy images
showing the impact of light and
dark inoculations on host tissue
and Symbiodinium
ultrastructure. a Host tissue and
b Symbiodinium cells were
intact following challenge by
Vibrio coralliilyticus in the light,
but c host tissue was highly
necrotic and contained
numerous pathogens (d; inset) in
the dark. e Symbiodinium cells
were also necrotic and highly
dissociated in the dark infections
and lipids were observed leaking
from the cell. Abbreviations:
thylakoid membrane (Thy),
nucleus (N), pyrenoid (Pyr),
lipids (Lip). Scale bars are
indicated on each image
Table 1 Statistical output from
Wilcoxon signed-rank tests,
showing the effect of Vibrio
coralliilyticus-challenge on 13C
enrichment (APE 13C, %) in
Symbiodinium and their host
coral, Pocillopora damicornis
Inoculation
conditions
Colony Incubation
time [h]
Region of interest χ2 p Mean Δ
APE 13C
Day [Exp. 1] 1 3.5 Symbiodinium 9.831 0.0017 −34%
Host – – –
9 Symbiodinium 7.410 0.0065 −23%
Host 2.939 0.0865 +61%
2 9.5 Symbiodinium 0.103 0.7484 −31%
Host 4.817 0.0282 +57%
13.5 Symbiodinium 7.978 0.0047 −18%
Host 0.125 0.7237 +5%
Night [Exp. 2] 1 4.5 Symbiodinium 19.530 <0.0001 +48%
Host 3.891 0.0486 −35%
6.5 Symbiodinium 16.592 <0.0001 +68%
Host 0.771 0.3798 +28%
Chi-squared (χ2) and p-values are provided, with signiﬁcant changes (p < 0.05) highlighted in bold. The
relative difference in APE 13C (depicted in Fig. 2d, f and 3d, f) between non-challenged metabolic control
corals and V. coralliilyticus-challenged corals is also provided. Note that labelling above control levels was
not detectable in the host tissue of the fragment that originated from colony 1 and was ﬁxed after 3.5 h of
incubation
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the cell (Fig. 4e). The host tissue was highly dissociated, with
only small tissue clumps remaining (Fig. 4c).
The NanoSIMS analysis showed that Symbiodinium in
V. coralliilyticus-challenged fragments had signiﬁcantly
higher APE 13C than symbiont cells in non-challenged
fragments (Table 1; Fig. 3d). On average, the carbon
enrichment of Symbiodinium in V. coralliilyticus-challenged
fragments was 58% greater than in the non-challenged
corals (Fig. 3d, Table 1). The pattern in the host tissue was
less clear; one fragment (ﬁxed after 4.5 h) had 35%
less APE 13C than its non-challenged counterpart, while
the other (ﬁxed after 6.5 h) had 28% more (Table 1). The
hourly APE 15N showed the same pattern as the light
inoculation in Symbiodinium (Fig. 3e); cells accumulated
15N at a slower rate as incubation time increased (Table 2),
but no difference was observed in the rate of nitrogen
enrichment between different incubation times in the host
tissue (Fig. 3g).
The high in situ density of V. coralliilyticus in the night-
time inoculation, and their extremely high 15N content
(62.1 ± 8.7 %), allowed us to identify pathogens in situ
and test whether or not they obtained host-derived material
(i.e. were labelled in 13C). Because the pathogens contained
host-derived 13C (0.19 ± 0.11%), we tested whether there
was an overall linear relationship between the enrichments
in carbon and nitrogen, respectively, between pathogens
and the host across time. A signiﬁcant positive correlation
(ρ= 0.60, p= 0.0029, n= 22) was observed between the
Table 2 Statistical output from
Wilcoxon signed-rank tests,
showing the effect of incubation
time on the hourly 15N
enrichment (APE 15N, % h−1) in
Symbiodinium and their host
coral, Pocillopora damicornis
Inoculation conditions Colony Region of interest χ2 p Mean Δ hourly APE 15N
Day [Exp. 1] 1 Symbiodinium 52.842 <0.0001 −50%
Host 8.308 0.0039 −31%
2 Symbiodinium 61.140 <0.0001 −42%
Host 6.667 0.0098 −27%
Night [Exp. 2] 1 Symbiodinium 10.368 0.0013 −32%
Host 0.2135 0.6441 −23%
Chi-squared (χ2) and p-values are provided, with signiﬁcant changes highlighted in bold. The relative
difference in hourly APE 15N (depicted in Fig. 2e, g and 3e, g) between fragments ﬁxed at different times is
also provided
Fig. 5 Cellular observations from inoculations conducted in the day-
time and at night. Representative NanoSIMS images of (a) day and (b)
night inoculations: 14N12C− image showing the position of Symbio-
dinium in the host tissue; 13C (13C 12C/ 12C2) and 15N (15N/14N)
enrichment. Colours in NanoSIMS maps represent enrichment ratios
(black to red). These images permit several observations: (i) host tissue
in the night-time inoculation (b) was severely degraded compared to
tissue in the daytime inoculation (a) (cf. 14N12C− image); (ii)
Symbiodinium were still able to ﬁx 13C-labelled seawater during
inoculation in the light (δ13C image) just at lower levels than the non-
challenged, control corals (see Fig. 1); (iii) in the daytime inoculations,
very few V. coralliilyticus were present in the host tissue, which
contrasts with the night-time inoculations, where high densities of 15N-
labelled V. coralliilyticus were present; (iv) regions of interest around
the Symbiodinium cells (white circles) show that V. coralliilyticus
never penetrates these cells
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APE 13C of V. coralliilyticus and the host (Supplementary
Information, Fig. S2A), but no signiﬁcant correlation
(r=−0.26, p= 0.2463, n= 22) existed between the APE
15N of the bacteria and the host (Supplementary Informa-
tion, Fig. S2B).
Discussion
Pinpointing the exact mechanism involved in inducing and
promoting disease in corals is complicated, because of the
multi-partite nature of the coral holobiont [6] and the dif-
ference in scale of the partners. A state of disease arises if
normal homoeostatic functioning is perturbed [48], which
can occur as a result of modiﬁcations in host/micro-organ-
ism interactions. We partly overcame the challenge of scale
differences and complex physiological responses by com-
bining microﬂuidics with stable isotopes and NanoSIMS
imaging. Here, we explore the links between the macro-
scale behavioural response and the micro-scale nutritional
response of the coral holobiont.
Macro-scale behavioural response of the coral
holobiont to bacterial challenge
The primary mechanical response of the tested fragments to
a challenge with large numbers of V. coralliilyticus cells
was similar between both the daytime and night-time
infections: the coral polyps retracted into their calices in an
apparent attempt to isolate themselves from the pathogens
in the surrounding seawater [49]. In the ﬁrst experiment,
where inoculation occurred during the light period, frag-
ments expanded their polyps shortly after the initial con-
traction and rhythmic retraction and expansion were
observed, accompanied by spewing of bacteria-laden mucus
from the pharynx region. This behaviour was then followed
by changes in tissue morphology and conﬂuence and
lesions began appearing on the coral surface. It is possible
that coral fragments with polyps that were more efﬁcient at
spewing mucus, developed surface lesions later. We
attempted to quantify the development of lesions using
image analysis, but the topography of the surface and the
timing between images made it difﬁcult to accurately dis-
tinguish between polyp movement and induced tissue
damage (Supplementary Information, Fig. S3). Lesions,
however, always began in the coenosarc tissue immediately
surrounding the polyp, irrespective of the timing of their
development. It is unclear whether the coenosarc is speci-
ﬁcally targeted by V. coralliilyticus or whether the tissues in
this area are simply thinner than other areas of the coral
surface, and thus, more susceptible to penetration and
tearing. Regardless, this ﬁnding supports the hypothesis of
“polyp bail-out”, as a host-mediated defence strategy to
escape an undesirable environmental condition or the onset
of disease [39, 50]. In addition, the observed responses here
should be viewed in the context of a high inoculum density
as previous experiments have shown that V. coralliilyticus
densities of 106 or 107 cells mL−1 take much longer to
manifest a state of disease [27, 39, 41].
The observed absence of mucus spewing by polyps in
the second experiment resulted in the formation of a dis-
perse mucus ﬁlm on the surface of the fragments. As a
result, coral epithelia (inner and outer surfaces) are likely
exposed to Vibrio for longer periods of time, which may
explain the high in hospite pathogen density observed in
these fragments by STEM and NanoSIMS. Observations of
mucus ﬁlm formation have not previously been published
for P. damicornis-V. coralliilyticus interactions, but have
been observed in previous infections conducted in the
Coral-on-a-Chip microﬂuidics system (Shapiro, Gavish
personal communication). The source of this phenomena
cannot be attributed solely to light/dark dynamics, as some
experiments conducted by Gavish et al. under dark condi-
tions were more similar to the light infections observed here
[39]. The difference may thus be attributed either to host
genotype or to some uncontrolled stress incurred by the host
prior to the infection which affected the observed
phenotype.
Since Vibrios are known to develop bioﬁlms on both
inanimate and living surfaces [51, 52], it is not surprising to
ﬁnd them formed on the mucus surface of the corals.
Considering V. coralliilyticus motility is unimpeded by
anoxia [53], which often characterizes bioﬁlms, we suggest
Vibrio virulence is not weakened, and may even be
enhanced, in the dark. Because circadian rhythmicity exists
in many biochemical pathways and in coral behaviour [54–
56] this observation would be an interesting topic for future
studies to pursue.
Micro-scale nutritional response of the coral
holobiont to bacterial challenge
(1) 13C-assimilation in Symbiodinium and the amount
of photosynthates translocated to their host
Corals challenged with V. coralliilyticus in the light tended
to display higher levels of carbon assimilation in the host
tissue, than the control (Fig. 2f). This could be linked to the
behavioural response that we observed. Mucus spewing,
and mucus production in general, is energetically costly
[57]. A coral ‘under attack’ is thus likely to have a higher
demand for energy and, hence, translocated carbon to sup-
port the extra energy-consumption triggered by this defence
mechanism. Although physiological data (i.e. photo-
synthetic and respiratory rates) were not obtained in this
study, we suggest that Symbiodinium in V. coralliilyticus-
Vibrio coralliilyticus infection triggers a behavioural response and perturbs nutritional exchange. . .
challenged corals ﬁx carbon at a higher rate than in non-
challenged corals, in order to facilitate the increase in car-
bon that is translocated to their host. Consistent with this,
our data show that Symbiodinium cells in three out of the
four fragments (originating from two mother colonies) that
were challenged in the light, allocated less carbon to ana-
bolic processes than Symbiodinium in control corals, despite
remaining structurally intact (Figs. 2d, 4b). It is possible
that this reﬂects a general reduction in Symbiodinium
metabolism, and thus, slower cell turnover.
Another factor to consider in the interpretation of the
shift in carbon partitioning between the symbiont and the
host, is the sudden increase in heterotrophically-available
nutrients that were provided by the inoculum. The release of
phototrophic carbon from Symbiodinium to their host is
stimulated by the amino acid pool present in the host tissue;
the so-called “host-release factor” [58]. It is possible that the
high bacterial load that was present in our inoculum (>108
cells mL−1) and/or the numerous proteins secreted by V.
coralliilyticus during the infection process [40] modiﬁed the
size or quality of the amino acid pool, stimulating additional
release of excess carbon to the host. Future studies could
test this hypothesis by repeating our study using a non-
pathogenic Vibrio strain, such as V. ﬁsheri (as in [39]).
(2) Metabolic turnover of 13C in Symbiodinium and its host
The inoculations of pre-labelled corals in the dark showed
that Symbiodinium cells in fragments of the infected colony
replaced their structural carbon at a slower rate than Sym-
biodinium in the corresponding control (Fig. 3d). This is not
particularly surprising, because symbiont cells in the
infected corals were severely necrotic (Fig. 4e) and were
thus not likely dividing or metabolically functional at the
time of ﬁxation. What happened in the host tissue however,
is less clear. In one fragment (ﬁxed at 4.5 h) host turnover
was faster under the challenge of Vibrio than the control
(Fig. 3f), but in the other (ﬁxed at 6.5 h), there was no
difference. Interpreting this data is complicated by the
severe disintegration of the host tissue and the fact that
labelled material (such as lipid droplets) were observed
leaking from some necrotic Symbiodinium cells, which
could have contributed to the 13C-signal measured in the
host tissue (Fig. 4e). One important observation that arose
from the dark inoculations was that the pathogens them-
selves are able to assimilate host-derived carbon (Supple-
mentary Information, Fig. S2A), probably as dissolved
organic material (DOM) following the dissociation of the
host tissue. MMPs are thought to play a key role in this
process [39, 40]. This could be proven by repeating our
experiments using a vcpA-mutant strain of V. coralliilyticus,
which has been genetically-modiﬁed to block MMP pro-
duction [40].
(3) The allocation of bacterial degradation products in
Symbiodinium and the host
A strong 15N signal was observed in all pathogen-
challenged corals, with levels of 15N-assimilation being at
least two-fold higher than in healthy corals exposed to high
ambient levels of nitrogen [9]. The 15N signal encompasses
both intact bacteria and their degradation products [37].
This makes it impossible to compare values in the host
tissue, because of the very different amounts of bacteria
observed in hospite. We can compare the 15N signal in
Symbiodinium because intact V. coralliilyticus were unable
to penetrate the thick cell wall that surrounds the cell
(Figs. 4, 5). Therefore, any 15N present in Symbiodinium
represents the products of bacterial degradation, assimilated
via one of two mechanisms: either directly, as organic
metabolites (e.g. amino acids) or indirectly, after the inter-
nal recycling of ammonia [59, 60]. The reduction in 15N-
assimilation by Symbiodinium that we observed in the dark
suggests 15N-ﬁxation is coupled with photosynthesis [9] and
is thus, derived predominantly from ammonia recycling.
The low rates of 15N assimilated in the dark however,
conﬁrms that both metabolic pathways are active and used
during infection.
Controlled dual-labelling isotope experiments:
lessons learned and future directions
In the present study, we show that coral/pathogen infection
dynamics (speed of progression, symptoms) depends on
both the behavioural response of the host organism and the
intricate nutritional interactions that occur between the
symbiont and its host. It is tempting to propose that the
observed defence responses (increased mucus production
and the active spewing of mucus) are fuelled by an
increased amount of photosynthates translocated from the
symbiont to the host. However, at this point our results
should be viewed within the context of the limited number
of colonies tested here, the high inoculum density, and the
contrasting observations from previous experiments.
Future studies should combine our approach with other
physiological parameters such as photosynthesis, respiration
and symbiont density. Developing microﬂuidic chips ﬁtted
with integrated oxygen sensors is certainly a feasible target
for the ﬁeld of coral research in the near-future, given that
such chips already exist for algae [61, 62] and cyanobacteria
[63]. But, studying the response of a complex holobiont to
infectious pathogens, or indeed any other physico/chemical
disturbance (temperature, salinity and pH), poses a much
greater challenge than single-celled organisms. This is
where the combination of microﬂuidics and NanoSIMS
stable isotopic imaging provides new opportunities.
Microﬂuidics allows manipulation of the input source, the
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conditions on stage and the collection of the efﬂuent for
biochemical analysis, while NanoSIMS imaging enables us
to assign functional roles to all members of the holobiont (in
terms of metabolism). Together, these techniques have the
potential to help answer some of the most fundamental
questions standing in coral reef research: How does the
coral immune system function? What is the tipping point for
the transition between health and disease? And, how will
the coral holobiont respond to multiple stressors in the face
of climate change [64]?
It is important to highlight here, that this approach is not
limited to corals. It can be applied to study broadly the
biochemical signalling that occurs between bacteria and their
host [65] or to investigate the complex interactions that exist
between plants, mycorrhizal fungi, and bacteria [66]. In a
decade where increasing emphasis is being placed on
understanding the role of microbes in symbiotic systems
[67], these new technical capabilities thus open exciting new
frontiers in the study of host-symbiont-microbe interactions
in general.
Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Prof. Maoz Fine
(Bar Ilan University and the Interuniversity Institute for Marine Sci-
ences, Israel) for providing the coral fragments and for giving us
access to his laboratory facilities, and Dr. Stéphane Escrig for assisting
with the NanoSIMS analysis and image processing.
Funding This work was supported by the Weizmann-EPFL Colla-
boration Program (grant number: 522 721236), the Human Frontiers in
Science Program 521 (award #RGY0089), and by an EPFL-Marie
Skłodowska-Curie Fellowship (grant number: 1404) awarded to EMG.
Compliance with ethical standards
Conﬂict of interest The authors declare that they have no conﬂict
of interest.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.
References
1. Krediet CJ, Ritchie KB, Paul VJ, Teplitski M. Coral-associated
micro-organisms and their roles in promoting coral health and
thwarting diseases. Proc R Soc B. 2013;280:20122328.
2. Brandt K. Uber das Zusammenleben von Thieren und Algen.
Bot Ztg. 1882;40:248–54.
3. Rohwer F, Seguritan V, Azam F, Knowlton N. Diversity and
distribution of coral-associated bacteria. Mar Ecol Prog Ser.
2002;243:1–10.
4. Kellogg CA. Tropical Archaea: diversity associated with the
surface microlayer of corals. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2004;273:81–8.
5. Nguyen‐Kim H, Bouvier T, Bouvier C, Doan‐Nhu H, Nguyen‐
Ngoc L, Rochelle‐Newall E, et al. High occurrence of viruses in
the mucus layer of scleractinian corals. Environ Microbiol Rep.
2014;6:675–82.
6. Rosenberg E, Koren O, Reshef L, Efrony R, Zilber-Rosenberg I.
The role of microorganisms in coral health, disease and evolution.
Nat Rev Microbiol. 2007;5:355.
7. Falkowski PG, Dubinsky Z, Muscatine L, Porter JW. Light
and the bioenergetics of a symbiotic coral. Bioscience. 1984;34:
705–9.
8. Muscatine L. The role of symbiotic algae in carbon and energy
ﬂux in coral reefs. In: Z. Dubinsky (ed). Ecosystems of the World,
25. Coral Reefs. p. 75–87 (Elsevier Science Publishing Company,
Inc. Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1990).
9. Kopp C, Domart-Coulon I, Escrig S, Humbel BM, Hignette M,
Meibom A. Subcellular investigation of photosynthesis-driven
carbon assimilation in the symbiotic reef coral Pocillopora
damicornis. mBio. 2015;6:e02299–14.
10. Ducklow HW, Mitchell R. Composition of mucus released by
coral reef coelenterates. Limnol Oceanogr. 1979;24:706–14.
11. Paul JH, DeFlaun MF, Jeffrey WH. Elevated levels of microbial
activity in the coral surface microlayer. Mar Ecol Prog Ser.
1986;33:29–40.
12. Kooperman N, Ben-Dov E, Kramarsky-Winter E, Barak Z,
Kushmaro A. Coral mucus-associated bacterial communities from
natural and aquarium environments. FEMS Microbiol Lett.
2007;276:106–13.
13. Kemp DW, Rivers AR, Kemp KM, Lipp EK, Porter JW, Wares
JP. Spatial homogeneity of bacterial communities associated with
the surface mucus layer of the reef-building coral Acropora pal-
mata. PLoS ONE. 2015;10:e0143790.
14. Daniels CA, Zeifman A, Heym K, Ritchie KB, Watson CA,
Berzins I, et al. Spatial heterogeneity of bacterial communities in
the mucus of Montastraea annularis. Mar Ecol Prog Ser.
2011;426:29–40.
15. Ainsworth T, Hoegh-Guldberg O. Bacterial communities closely
associated with coral tissues vary under experimental and natural
reef conditions and thermal stress. Aquat Biol. 2009;4:289–96.
16. Gibbin EM, Krueger T, Putnam HM, Barott KL, Bodin J, Gates
RD, et al. Short-term thermal acclimation modiﬁes the metabolic
condition of the coral holobiont. Front Mar Sci. 2018;5:10.
17. Krueger T, Horwitz N, Bodin J, Giovani M-E, Escrig S, Meibom
A, et al. Common reef-building coral in the Northern Red Sea
resistant to elevated temperature and acidiﬁcation. Royal Soc
Open Sci. 2017;4:170038.
18. Baker DM, Freeman CJ, Wong JC, Fogel ML, Knowlton N.
Climate change promotes parasitism in a coral symbiosis. ISME J.
2018;12:921–930.
19. Thurber RV, Willner‐Hall D, Rodriguez‐Mueller B, Desnues C,
Edwards RA, Angly F, et al. Metagenomic analysis of stressed
coral holobionts. Environ Microbiol. 2009;11:2148–63.
20. Arboleda M, Reichardt W. Epizoic communities of prokaryotes
on healthy and diseased scleractinian corals in Lingayen Gulf,
Philippines. Microb Ecol. 2009;57:117–28.
21. Kvennefors ECE, Sampayo E, Ridgway T, Barnes AC, Hoegh-
Guldberg O. Bacterial communities of two ubiquitous Great
Barrier Reef corals reveals both site-and species-speciﬁcity of
common bacterial associates. PLoS ONE. 2010;5:e10401.
22. Koenig JE, Bourne DG, Curtis B, Dlutek M, Stokes H, Doolittle
WF, et al. Coral-mucus-associated Vibrio integrons in the Great
Vibrio coralliilyticus infection triggers a behavioural response and perturbs nutritional exchange. . .
Barrier Reef: genomic hotspots for environmental adaptation.
ISME J. 2011;5:962.
23. Tout J, Siboni N, Messer LF, Garren M, Stocker R, Webster NS,
et al. Increased seawater temperature increases the abundance
and alters the structure of natural Vibrio populations associated
with the coral Pocillopora damicornis. Front Microbiol. 2015;
6:432.
24. Vezzulli L, Previati M, Pruzzo C, Marchese A, Bourne DG,
Cerrano C. Vibrio infections triggering mass mortality events in
a warming Mediterranean Sea. Environ Microbiol. 2010;12:
2007–19.
25. Ben-Haim Y, Thompson F, Thompson C, Cnockaert M, Hoste B,
Swings J, et al. Vibrio coralliilyticus sp. nov., a temperature-
dependent pathogen of the coral Pocillopora damicornis. Int J
Syst Evol Microbiol. 2003;53:309–15.
26. Ben-Haim Y, Zicherman-Keren M, Rosenberg E. Temperature-
regulated bleaching and lysis of the coral Pocillopora damicornis
by the novel pathogen Vibrio coralliilyticus. Appl Environ
Microbiol. 2003;69:4236–42.
27. Vidal-Dupiol J, Ladrière O, Meistertzheim A-L, Fouré L, Adjer-
oud M, Mitta G. Physiological responses of the scleractinian coral
Pocillopora damicornis to bacterial stress from Vibrio cor-
alliilyticus. J Exp Biol. 2011;214:1533–45.
28. Sussman M, Willis BL, Victor S, Bourne DG. Coral pathogens
identiﬁed for white syndrome (WS) epizootics in the Indo-Paciﬁc.
PLoS ONE. 2008;3:e2393.
29. Ushijima B, Videau P, Burger AH, Shore-Maggio A, Runyon
CM, Sudek M, et al. Vibrio coralliilyticus strain OCN008 is an
etiological agent of acute Montipora white syndrome. Appl
Environ Microbiol. 2014;80:2102–9.
30. Arotsker L, Siboni N, Ben-Dov E, Kramarsky-Winter E, Loya Y,
Kushmaro A. Vibrio sp. as a potentially important member of the
Black Band Disease (BBD) consortium in Favia sp. corals. FEMS
Microbiol Ecol. 2009;70:515–24.
31. Vizcaino MI, Johnson WR, Kimes NE, Williams K, Torralba M,
Nelson KE, et al. Antimicrobial resistance of the coral pathogen
Vibrio coralliilyticus and Caribbean sister phylotypes isolated
from a diseased octocoral. Microb Ecol. 2010;59:646–57.
32. Kimes NE, Grim CJ, Johnson WR, Hasan NA, Tall BD, Kothary
MH, et al. Temperature regulation of virulence factors in the
pathogen Vibrio coralliilyticus. ISME J. 2012;6:835.
33. Garren M, Son K, Tout J, Seymour JR, Stocker R. Temperature-
induced behavioral switches in a bacterial coral pathogen. ISME J.
2016;10:1363.
34. Raina J-B, Tapiolas DM, Forêt S, Lutz A, Abrego D, Ceh J, et al.
DMSP biosynthesis by an animal and its role in coral thermal
stress response. Nature. 2013;502:677.
35. Garren M, Son K, Raina J-B, Rusconi R, Menolascina F, Shapiro
OH, et al. A bacterial pathogen uses dimethylsulfoniopropionate
as a cue to target heat-stressed corals. ISME J. 2014;8:999.
36. Tout J, Jeffries TC, Petrou K, Tyson GW, Webster NS, Garren M,
et al. Chemotaxis by natural populations of coral reef bacteria.
ISME J. 2015;9:1764.
37. Gibbin E, Gavish A, Domart-Coulon I, Kramarsky-Winter E,
Shapiro O, Meibom A, et al. Using NanoSIMS coupled with
microﬂuidics to visualize the early stages of coral infection by
Vibrio coralliilyticus. BMC Microbiol. 2018;18:39.
38. Sussman M, Mieog JC, Doyle J, Victor S, Willis BL, Bourne DG.
Vibrio zinc-metalloprotease causes photoinactivation of coral
endosymbionts and coral tissue lesions. PLoS ONE. 2009;4:
e4511.
39. Gavish AR, Shapiro OH, Kramarsky-Winter E, Vardi A. Micro-
scale tracking of coral disease reveals timeline of infection and
heterogeneity of polyp fate. bioRxiv. 2018. https://doi.org/10.
1101/302778.
40. de O Santos E, Alves N Jr, Dias GM, Mazotto AM, Vermelho A,
Vora GJ, et al. Genomic and proteomic analyses of the coral
pathogen Vibrio coralliilyticus reveal a diverse virulence reper-
toire. ISME J. 2011;5:1471.
41. van de Water JA, Chaib De Mares M, Dixon GB, Raina JB, Willis
BL, Bourne DG, et al. Antimicrobial and stress responses to
increased temperature and bacterial pathogen challenge in the
holobiont of a reef‐building coral. Mol Ecol. 2018;27:1065–1080.
42. Hoppe P, Cohen S, Meibom A. NanoSIMS: technical aspects and
applications in cosmochemistry and biological geochemistry.
Geostand Geoanalytical Res. 2013;37:111–54.
43. Krueger T, Bodin J, Horwitz N, Loussert-Fonta C, Sakr A, Escrig
S, et al. Temperature and feeding induce tissue level changes in
autotrophic and heterotrophic nutrient allocation in the coral
symbiosis–A NanoSIMS study. Sci Rep. 2018;8:12710.
44. Lema KA, Clode PL, Kilburn MR, Thornton R, Willis BL,
Bourne DG. Imaging the uptake of nitrogen-ﬁxing bacteria into
larvae of the coral Acropora millepora. ISME J. 2016;10:1804.
45. Shapiro OH, Kramarsky-Winter E, Gavish AR, Stocker R, Vardi
A. A coral-on-a-chip microﬂuidic platform enabling live-imaging
microscopy of reef-building corals. Nat Commun. 2016;7:10860.
46. Kopf SH, McGlynn SE, Green-Saxena A, Guan Y, Newman DK,
Orphan VJ. Heavy water and 15N labelling with NanoSIMS
analysis reveals growth rate-dependent metabolic heterogeneity
in chemostats. Environ Microbiol. 2015;17:2542–56.
47. Slater C, Preston T, Weaver LT. Stable isotopes and the interna-
tional system of units. Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom. 2001;15:
1270–3.
48. Woodley CM, Downs CA, Bruckner AW, Porter JW, Galloway
SB. Diseases of coral: John Wiley & Sons; Chichester, West
Sussex (UK), 2016.
49. Mullen KM, Peters EC, Harvell CD. Coral resistance to disease.
Coral Health and Disease: Springer; Berlin, Heidelberg (Ger-
many), 2004. pp. 377–99.
50. Sammarco PW. Polyp bail-out: an escape response to environ-
mental stress and a new means of reproduction in corals.
Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 1982;10:57–65.
51. Karunasagar I, Otta S, Karunasagar I. Bioﬁlm formation by Vibrio
harveyi on surfaces. Aquaculture. 1996;140:241–5.
52. Tischler AD, Camilli A. Cyclic diguanylate (c‐di‐GMP) regulates
Vibrio cholerae bioﬁlm formation. Mol Microbiol. 2004;53:
857–69.
53. Winn KM, Bourne DG, Mitchell JG. Vibrio coralliilyticus search
patterns across an oxygen gradient. PLoS ONE. 2013;8:e67975.
54. Brady AK, Snyder KA, Vize PD. Circadian cycles of gene
expression in the coral, Acropora millepora. PLoS ONE. 2011;6:
e25072.
55. Sorek M, Díaz-Almeyda EM, Medina M, Levy O. Circadian
clocks in symbiotic corals: the duet between Symbiodinium algae
and their coral host. Mar Genom. 2014;14:47–57.
56. Gutner-Hoch E, Schneider K, Stolarski J, Domart-Coulon I, Yam
R, Meibom A, et al. Evidence for rhythmicity pacemaker in the
calciﬁcation process of scleractinian coral. Sci Rep. 2016;6:20191.
57. Swain TD, Schellinger JL, Strimaitis AM, Reuter KE. Evolution
of anthozoan polyp retraction mechanisms: convergent functional
morphology and evolutionary allometry of the marginal muscu-
lature in order Zoanthidea (Cnidaria: Anthozoa: Hexacorallia).
BMC Evol Biol. 2015;15:123.
58. Gates RD, Hoegh-Guldberg O, McFall-Ngai MJ, Bil KY, Mus-
catine L. Free amino acids exhibit anthozoan” host factor”
activity: They induce the release of photosynthate from symbiotic
dinoﬂagellates in vitro. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 1995;92:
7430–4.
59. Pernice M, Meibom A, Van Den Heuvel A, Kopp C, Domart-
Coulon I, Hoegh-Guldberg O, et al. A single-cell view of
E. Gibbin et al.
ammonium assimilation in coral–dinoﬂagellate symbiosis. ISME
J. 2012;6:1314.
60. Wang J, Douglas A. Essential amino acid synthesis and nitrogen
recycling in an alga–invertebrate symbiosis. Mar Biol. 1999;135:
219–22.
61. Kim JYH, Kwak HS, Sung YJ, Choi HI, Hong ME, Lim HS, et al.
Microﬂuidic high-throughput selection of microalgal strains with
superior photosynthetic productivity using competitive phototaxis.
Sci Rep. 2016;6:21155.
62. Tahirbegi IB, Ehgartner J, Sulzer P, Zieger S, Kasjanow A,
Paradiso M, et al. Fast pesticide detection inside microﬂuidic
device with integrated optical pH, oxygen sensors and algal
ﬂuorescence. Biosens Bioelectron. 2017;88:188–95.
63. Koide M, Yasukawa T, Horiguchi Y, Nagamine K, Shiku H,
Matsue T, et al. Microﬂuidic devices for electrochemical
measurement of photosynthetic activity of Cyanobacteria Micro-
cystis cells. Anal Sci. 2012;28:69.
64. Bourne DG, Garren M, Work TM, Rosenberg E, Smith GW,
Harvell CD. Microbial disease and the coral holobiont. Trends
Microbiol. 2009;17:554–62.
65. Pacheco AR, Sperandio V. Inter-kingdom signaling: chemical
language between bacteria and host. Curr Opin Microbiol. 2009;
12:192–8.
66. Bonfante P, Anca I-A. Plants, mycorrhizal fungi, and
bacteria: a network of interactions. Ann Rev Microbiol. 2009;63:
363–83.
67. McFall-Ngai M, Hadﬁeld MG, Bosch TC, Carey HV, Domazet-
Lošo T, Douglas AE, et al. Animals in a bacterial world, a new
imperative for the life sciences. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA.
2013;110:3229–36.
Vibrio coralliilyticus infection triggers a behavioural response and perturbs nutritional exchange. . .
Supplementary Information for: 
 
Vibrio coralliilyticus infection triggers a behavioural response and perturbs nutritional exchange and tissue 
integrity in a symbiotic coral 
 
E. Gibbin1*, A. Gavish2, T. Krueger1, E. Kramarsky-Winter2, O. Shapiro3, R. Guiet4, L. Jensen-Søgaard1, A. Vardi2, 
A. Meibom1,5 
 
1Laboratory for Biological Geochemistry, School of Architecture, Civil and Environmental Engineering, École 
Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL), Lausanne, Switzerland. 
2Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot, Israel. 
3Volcani Center for Agricultural Research, Rishon LeZion, Israel 
4BioImaging and Optics Core Facility, École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL), Lausanne, Switzerland. 
5Center for Advanced Surface Analysis, Institute of Earth Sciences, University of Lausanne, Lausanne, Switzerland 
 
*Corresponding author: emma.gibbin@epfl.ch 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. S1. Scanning transmission electron microscopy images showing the ultrastructure of host tissue and 
Symbiodinium in non-challenged corals. (A) Host tissue and (B) Symbiodinium cells in the light [experiment 1]. 
(C) Host tissue and (D) Symbiodinium cells in the dark [experiment 2]. Abbreviations: thylakoid membrane (Thy), 
nucleus (N). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. S2. Transfer of metabolites from the host to the bacteria, or from bacteria to the host. (A) Mean APE 13C 
enrichment of the pathogen relative to the APE 13C of the surrounding host tissue. (B) Mean APE 15N enrichment of 
the pathogen relative to the APE 15N of the surrounding host tissue. Correlated data points were derived from a single 
thresholded APE 15N region of interest (ROI) for all bacteria per image and the corresponding host tissue ROI (n = 22 
images, black: 4.5h point, white: 6.5h). Overall Spearman’s rank correlation results are indicated. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. S3. Time-integrated analysis of coral movement during light inoculations.  
The image analysis was performed in Fiji using a custom script (ImageJ macro language) to automatically analyze the 
time-lapse images. The script measures the area of holes in the coral tissue in order to analyze the amount of damage 
arising from lesions (i.e. more, or bigger holes = greater damage). First, the script homogenizes the pixel intensity by 
dividing each frame by a blurred version of itself (Gaussian blur, sigma = 50). Second, the script creates two masks 
“fill” and “holes”. For each mask, the script blurs (Gaussian blur, respectively sigmafill = 10, sigmaholes=10) and 
binarizes (Threshold, respectively thfill = Default, thholes= Default) the image before the binary operation “fill holes” 
is applied to the “fill” mask. Third, the script applies a Boolean “XOR” operator on the two masks, in order to extract 
the “holes”. Finally, the script measures the remaining area of the XOR mask for each frame. For visual inspection, 
the script generates a temporal color coded projection of the XOR mask. Depicted are Vibrio coralliitycus-challenged 
corals (left) and non-challenged, control corals (right), fixed at: (A) 3.5 h; (B) 9 h, (C) 9.5 h and (D) 13.5 h. No change 
in movement is black. Activity is indicated by the intensity of the colour (scaled to time). 
 
 
Supplementary videos 
 
All videos are uploaded in MP4 quality to the Open Access repository, Vimeo (https://vimeo.com/home). Colours 
show: P. damicornis-derived green fluorescent protein (GFP; green), Symbiodinium-derived chlorophyll fluorescence 
(red) and V. coralliilyticus-derived DsRed fluorescence (cyan). Incubation information and links provided below. 
 
Video S1. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 3.5 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 
µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/283886920 
 
Video S2. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 9 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 
µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/283891170 
 
Video S3. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 9 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 
µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light.  
https://vimeo.com/283891796 
 
Video S4. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 13.5 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 
µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/283892165 
 
Video S5. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 3.5 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/270068267 
 
Video S6. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 9 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/270069780 
 
Video S7. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 9.5 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/270070159 
 
Video S8. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 13.5 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C, under 250 µmol photons m-2 s-1 of white light. 
https://vimeo.com/270070178 
 Video S9. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 4.5 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C in the dark. 
https://vimeo.com/283894343 
 
Video S10. Non-challenged Pocillopora damicornis fixed after 6.5 hours. Incubation performed at 31°C in the dark. 
https://vimeo.com/283894860 
 
Video S11. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 4.5 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C in the dark. 
https://vimeo.com/270070207 
 
Video S12. Pocillopora damicornis challenged with Vibrio coralliilyticus and fixed at 6.5 hours post-inoculation. 
Inoculation and subsequent incubation performed at 31°C in the dark. 
https://vimeo.com/270070214 
 
 
  
 
